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To demonstrate the degree to which changes in the scholarly 
communication ecosystem are translated into change at the 
operational levels for librarians
To identify the challenges and assumptions about scholarly 
communication service activities
To identify perceptions of, and attitudes towards, scholarly 
communication among members of the Association of College  
and Research Libraries (ACRL) Science and Technology Section 
(STS), ACRLEducation and Behavioral Sciences Section (EBSS), and 
the American Society for Engineering Education (ASEE) 
Engineering Libraries Division (ELD)
To identify what members of these organizations see as emerging 
and pressing issues
OBJECTIVES
In April 2015, an online survey was sent to ACRL/STS, ACRL/EBSS 
and ASEE/ELD listservs using Qualtrics software
Reminders were sent out in two week intervals
Participants were requested not to complete the survey unless 
they belonged to one of the three groups
METHODOLOGY
383 respondents started the survey
217  respondents completed the survey
RESULTS
HOW LONG HAVE YOU BEEN AN INFORMATION 
PROFESSIONAL?
ASSOCIATION AFFILIATION
WHICH DISCIPLINES DO YOU SUPPORT? 
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HOW IS YOUR POSITION SITUATED WITHIN YOUR ORGANIZATION? 
HOW WOULD YOU DESCRIBE YOUR INSTITUTION? 
SELECT THE BEST DESCRIPTION OF THE OPEN ACCESS 
SITUATION AT YOUR INSTITUTION:
 
Open Access Situation Response % 
Campus-wide open access policy 51 17.06  
Individual college or departmental open access policy 25 8.36  
No open access policy, discussions underway 76 25.42  
No open access policy, no discussions underway that I'm aware of 122 40.80  
Other 31 10.37  
Total 305 100.00  
LIBRARIAN ROLE/ACTIVITY: 
TO WHAT EXTENT HAVE YOUR 
RESPONSIBILITIES AS A LIBRARIAN CHANGED 
OVER THE LAST 5 YEARS AS A RESULT OF 
CHANGES IN SCHOLARLY COMMUNICATION?
TO WHAT EXTENT HAS DEMAND FOR 
SCHOLARLY COMMUNICATION 
SERVICES INCREASED?
 
Association Response % 
ACRL Science and Technology Section 157 59.70  
ACRL Education and Behavioral Sciences Section 77 29.28  
ASEE Engineering Libraries Division 72 27.38  
Total 306 100.00  
 
Experience Response % 
0-2 years 32 10.88  
3-7 years 72 24.49  
8-12 years 44 14.97  
13-19 years 51 17.35  
20+ years 95 32.31  
Total 294 100.00  
 
Question Response Average Value 
Not at all (1) –  
Very much (5) 261 3.13 
WHAT PERCENTAGE OF YOUR ACTUAL DAY-TO-DAY ACTIVITIES ARE IN SUPPORT 
OF YOUR INSTITUTION’S SCHOLARLY COMMUNICATION?  
 
Question Response Average Value 
Not at all (1) –  
Very much (5) 258 3.10 
WHAT PERCENTAGE OF YOUR ACTUAL DAY-TO-DAY ACTIVITIES ARE IN SUPPORT 
OF YOUR DEPARTMENTS’ SCHOLARLY COMMUNICATION?  
 
Department/Unit/Role Bar Response % 
Subject Expert/Liaison    206 71.53  
Reference    200 69.44  
Instruction    180 62.50  
Collections    111 38.54  
Scholarly Communication    63 21.88  
Administration    39 13.54  
Data Services    35 12.15  
Electronic Resources    30 10.42  
Assessment    18 6.25  
Other    18 6.25  
User Experience    15 5.21  
Digital Library Development    14 4.86  
Information Technology/ Systems    9 3.13  
Access Services    9 3.13  
Special Collections    7 2.43  
Cataloging/Metadata Services    5 1.74  
Digital Curation    4 1.39  
University Archives  0 0.00  
Total  963 100.00  
SOME GENERAL OBSERVATIONS
Five most-identied position responsibilities 
were Subject Experts/Liaisons, Reference, 
Instruction, Collections, and Scholarly 
Communication 
TYPE OF LIBRARY:
• Respondents from research-intensive 
 institutions (206) need to know more 
about new forms of peer review and data 
 management best practices, and want to 
know more about supporting open 
 publishing
• Respondents from undergraduate-focused 
institutions (88) need to know more about 
consulting on new forms of scholarship 
and creating research IDs and/or 
 understanding researcher identier 
 options, and want to know more about 
consulting on new forms of scholarship 
SECTION/DIVISION AFFILIATION:
• STS respondents (157) indicate they are 
most engaged formally and informally in 
promoting repositories and open 
 publishing, need to know more about 
 consulting on new forms of peer review 
and data management best practices, and 
want to know more about consulting on 
new forms of peer review and consulting 
on new forms of scholarship
• EBSS respondents (77) indicate they are 
most engaged formally in training/ 
 instruction to students in scholarly 
 communication, informally in training/
 instruction to faculty in scholarly 
 communication, need to know more 
about consulting on new forms of peer 
review, creating research IDs and/or 
 understanding researcher identier 
 options, consulting on digital curation, 
and want to know more about supporting 
open publishing
• ELD respondents (72) indicate they are 
most engaged formally in training/ 
 instruction to students in scholarly 
 communication, informally in evaluating 
Open Access (OA) journal quality, and both 
need and want to to know more about 
 consulting on new forms of peer review 
PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE:
• Early-career (0-2 years) respondents (32) 
 indicate they need to know more about 
consulting on new forms of peer review, 
and want to know more about consulting 
on new forms of scholarship
• Early- to mid-career (3-7 years) 
 respondents (72) indicate they need to 
know more about depositing in 
 disciplinary repositories, and want to 
know more about consulting on new 
forms of peer review
• Mid-career (8-12 years) repondents (44) 
indicate they need to know more about 
serving on research teams, and want to 
know more about consulting on data 
management plan (DMP) requirements
• Mid-career to experienced (13-19 years) 
respondents (51) indicate they need to 
know more about consulting on new 
forms of peer review, providing guidance 
on data and information policies, 
 consulting on data management best 
practices, and want to know more about 
consulting on research impact metrics 
and consulting on data management 
best practices
• Experienced (20+ years) respondents (95) 
indicate they need to know more about 
creating research IDs and/or 
 understanding researcher identier 
 options, and want to know more about 
supporting open publishing
SOME DESIRED SUPPORT FROM 
SECTIONS/DIVISIONS:
• Education: More training/professional 
 development opportunities, including 
both introductory and advanced content, 
discipline specic content, conference 
programs/workshops, and opportunities 
for mid-career professionals
• Information dissemination: More disci-
pline specic information resources and 
resources related to emerging topics of 
 interest, including data sharing, scholarly 
metrics, information/ data policies, 
 implementing a data management plan, 
populating researcher prole systems, 
 researcher identiers, scholarly 
 communication outreach and instruction, 
and scholarly communication service and 
 stang models
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To learn more 
about the project, join us 
at the ACRL STS Scholarly 
Communications Committee 
Forum on Sunday, June 28, 
2015, 4:30pm-5:30pm, at the  
Moscone Convention 
Center, 236-238 (S)
JOIN US TO LEARN MORE!
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Promoting repositories and open publishing
Depositing in institutional repositories
Depositing in disciplinary repositories
Training/instruction to librarians
Training/instruction to faculty
Training/instruction to students
Evaluating OA journal quality
Consulting on new forms of peer review
Consulting on research impact metrics
Consulting on new forms of scholarly communication and their metrics
Creating/understanding researcher IDs
Consulting on project sustainability
Identifying open access publishing venues
Consulting on author rights issues and publication licensing options
Managing or negotiating licenses
Answering copyright questions
Consulting on author publishing charges
Managing a subvention fund
Consulting on data/information policies
Consulting on data management plan (DMP) requirements
Consulting on data management best practices
Serving on research teams
Documenting or recording scholarly activities
Testing reproducibility of open research
Consulting with researchers on digital curation
Supporting researcher open publishing/expression
Lobbying to enhance access, discovery, and use of scholarly materials
Formal Responsibility Informally Engaged in Activities No Engagement I Need to Know More I Want to Learn More
